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RE: MUR 6249 

Karen L. Pleta submita tius response to the Federd Election Commission's C'FEC'O letter 
and Fadud and Legd Andysis, dated December 14, 2010. This response supplementa (and 
incorporates) the submisdons previoudy made by Ms. Pleta on Mardi 8, March 29, and 
Septonber 3,2010. 

The FBC should declme any further investigation of tins matter. First, the Complaint 
filed by Kansas City University of Medicine and Biosciences C*KCUMB") fiuls to comply with 
the filing requirementa sd by statote and regulation. Second, there is an utter lack of evidence 
suggesting thd Ms. Pleta knowmgly and willfully made political conttibutions on bdudf of 
KCUMB. Third, KCUMB's submissions to the FEC - whidi caocourage the FEC to pursue an 
investigation agdnd Ms. Pleta - contdn mideading and inconred infonnation. 

L KCUMB's Comohrint FaBs To COBIPIY W^H* wŷ ĝ Reauiremedta 

KCUMB origmdly filed ita Comphdnt widi die FEC on Januaiy 22, 2010, and tiien re-
filed ita Complamt on August 5th m a futile attempt to bring the Complaint into compliance with 
filing requuementa. The FEC has taken the podtion thd tiie re-filed Complaint meete die filmg 
reqmrementa. We respedfully disagree. 

The Comphunt fiuls entuely to ''differentiate between statemente based upon persond 
knowledge and sttdementa based upon mformation and belief."* 11 CFJl. §111.4(c). And it is 
now undersbudable why, because ahnost none of the infonnation hi KCUMB's Comphdnt is 

* In addition to nd meeting this filing requirement, the Complaint was nd "made under penahy of perjuiy 
and subjed to die provisions of section 1001 of Title 18." 2 U.S.C. §437g(aXl). 
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based upon knowledge. Instead, the Complaint is based on speculation. Recently, Ms. Pleta's 
counsd deposed Dr. Danny Weaver, who is President/CEO of KCUMB and the individud who 
signed the Compldnt: 

Q. TeU me, Dr. Weaver what faiformatlon in this |January 22,2010 letter to tike 
FEC] is based on personal knowledge. 

A. Certdn things, such as the university and when it began, kmd of generd 
background on did; when die spedd committee was rddned; the text messages 
that I provided tiiat were sent to my telephone. 

Q. You're referring to the text message that is discussed on page four of the January 
22™* letter? 

A. Yes, sir. 
^' Q. Anything dse in this letter based on your persond knowledge? 
^ [Attomey Objection omitted] 

A. Those wmdd be the things that I have direct persond knowledge cf. Other 
^ things such as - and dec that she, on 2009, did ddiver a Rqsort ofthe President. I 
^ reviewed that attached report as Exhibit H. These things tiiat - and these other 
O exhibits, I reviewed those, but I did not have persond knowledge, I wasn't there 
^ when my dad provided an intemd memorandum, things like thd. 
HI 

Exhibit 1 (1/22/2011 Weaver Deposition) d 248:4-15; 248:19-249:4. Accoiding to Weaver, of 
dl the diegations and infbrmation contained in the Compldnt, he only has persond knowledge 
of the university's generd history, ^en the specid committee was formed, receipt of an 
October 2009 text message, and a "report" given by Ms. Pleta m November 2009. The red of 
the (̂ empfaiint is pure specdation. 

On the ultimde issue .of whether the leadersliip stipend was ever used to make politiiBd 
contributions. Weaver unequivocdly answered that he did not know: 

Q. Dr. Weaver, your testimony is you were aware ofthe leaderdiip stipend, yes? 
A. I was aware of the leadership stipend.̂  

• * * 
Q. Dr. Weaver, do you know whether the leadership stipend was ever used to 

make poUtilcd contributions? 

'inddentally, contraiy to KCUMB's diegations in the Complaint, Weaver tedified tiuit the entire Board 
approved the leadership stipend: 

Q. For aU years that you were on the boaid, did the board approve the compensation pdd 
to Prerident Pleta? 
A. Yes. 
Q. You testified earlier about die componenta of the compensation pdd to President Pletz, right? 
A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you identified the eompouenta to be a base salary, an inoeative bonus, and a sthend 
eorred? 
A. Corred. 

Exh. 1 d 224:7-17 (eniphaais added). Weaver subsequently sought to change his testunony after 
conferring with KCUMB lawyen during a break. 
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A. / cannot sav whether I know the leadership stipend money was used to make 
political contributions. Ld me see, I want to phraselhis correctiy. 

* • * 

A. involved with my conversations with the attomeys and the attomey<lient 
privilege, there are certain things that I became aware of. If you're asking did 
I know that specific dollars that came from the leadership stipend to any 
politicd contributions, / am naiiaware of that. 

id. d 252:14-16; 252:22-253:6; 253:10-16 (emphasis added). Thus, Weaver fird testified did he 
was undile to say Ms. Pletz used the leadership stipend to make politicd contributions. Weaver 

^ then went further, and testified that even wifh the infimnation gdned from spedd committee 
^ counsel, he was ''not aware" that leadership stipend monies were used for politicd contributions. 
Ifll 

This testimony is criticd to the FEC's docisioo whether to expend valuable commisdon 
^ resources pursuing an investigation agdnst Ms. Pleta. After a multi-million dollar, scordied-
^ earth investigation of Ms. Pleta led by a spedd conunittee of multiple lawyers. Weaver admitted 
O tiiat KCUMB could not say that Ms. Pleta ever used stipend money to make politicd 
^ conttributions. There is nothing to suggest tiiat the FEC could posdbly come to a contrary 

concludon. 

IL Karen Pleta Bid Not KBowinelv and WiBfuMv Make 
Politicd Contribntions on Behalf of KCUMB 

There is an utter lack cf evidaice suggesting that Ms. Pleta "knowuigly and willfdly" 
used stipend money to make politicd contribuiions on bdudf of KCUMB. The FEC aigues did 
certdn infinmation "raises the question" of a knowing and willful violation. FEC Andysis at 10. 
Bid the "quedion" is not a serious one, fbr the objective record diows that (1) KCUMB did not 
intend Ms. Pleta to use the leadeidup stipend for politicd puiposes and (2) tind Ms. Pleta did not 
use the stipend for politicd purposes. 

Ob the issue of KCUMB's intent, the contemporaneous Board and Committee mmutes 
are dispodtive. As discussed at length io Ms. Pleta's Septcmbeii 3rd submission, the minutes 
î ipiDving tho leaderdup atipend make no mention of politicd contributions or activity. Pleta 
9/3/2010 Submisdon at 3-4. Ratiier, the minutes state consistentiy thd Ms. Pleta was awarded 
the stipend in recognition iOf her involvement and leaderdup in the dvic community. Id The 
redity is thd the stipend had nothing to do with politicd activity. 

On the issue of Ms. Pleta's use of the stipend monies, the numbers tdl the story. As 
discussed in the September 3rd submisdon, Ms. Pleta is dleged to have recdved $1,516,000 in 
leaderdiip stipend paymenta while making only $15,700 in federd politicd contributions. 
9/3/2010 Subnrisdon d 2-3. This means that politicd contributions represent 1% of stipend 
paymenta recdved. Id. d 3. And if only the years within die statute of linutations are 
oonddered (2006 to the present), the correlation is even wedcer: between 2006 to the present, 
Ms. Pleta is dleged to have recdved $780,000 in stipend payments and to have made politicd 
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contributions totaling $6,200. This equals a correlation of .07%, whidi is not exactiy strong 
evidence of illegd political activity. 

The chronology of stipend paymenta compared to political contributions tells the same 
dory: 
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If Ms. Pleta used stipend modes to mdce politicd contributions, one certdnly would exped 
politicd contributions to have been made dose in time to the stipend payment date. But they 
weren't. The above timeline shows a minimum of six weeks (and often longer) between a 
stipend payment and a politicd contribution. 

The above objective, compelling evidence diould be juxtaposed with fhe three documenta 
that make up KCUMB's aUegations: (1) September 1999 Memorandum; (2) October 2009 text 
messagê ; aid (3) November 2009 Report of the Preddent. Eadi of these documenta was 
previously discussed in Ms. Pleta's March 8th submission, and that discusdon will not be 
repeated here. But Weaver's testunony legardmg the 1999 Memomndum is wortii notmg. 

' Contrary to the FEC's statement in footnote 3 of ita Andysis, Ms. Pleta does not "admit" thd she sed 
the October 2009 text message to obtam money **for the purpose of influencing state tegistetion." In fhd, 
Ms. Pleta expressly denies the dlegation. In any event, die Odober text message is indevant in this 
matter because (1) Ms. Pleta did not make a fedisrd contribution afier the October text message and (2) 
the text message, at mod, refers to state legishdon, nd federd legislation. See See McConell v. FEC, 
540 U.S. 93,122 (2003) (FE(̂  does nd extend to contributions "made solely for die puipose of 
influencing sttrte or locd eledions**); Emily's List v. FEC, 581 F.3d 1,20 (D.C. Ch*. 2009) ("FEC's 
authority extends only to regulating dondions and expenditores made 'for the purpose of influencing any 
election for Federal office.'") 
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Weaver was asked diredly whettier he knew thd the September 1999 Memorandum was 
recdved by, or even sent to, then-Board (Hidrman Jack Weaver. 

Q. To the bed of your knowledge, this intemd memorandum that is referenced d the 
top of page 2 of the January 22*̂  letter, was provided to your fether, is that 
correct? 
Yes. 
How do you know thd? 
No, I Just said to the best ofmy knowledge. 1 don't know that specifically. 
Do you know thd generdly? 
It's an assumption. 
What's that assumption based on? 
Thd the letter was drafted and sent to my dad fiom Karen Pleta. 
How do you know it was sent to your father? 
I don't That's Just from what I read herei 
You're just looking d the memorandum itsdf, right? 
That said it was to him, coired. 

A 
Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 

Ifll 
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(Ml Exh. 1 at 250:7-19 (emphasis added). The bottom lme is, even if the 1999 Memorandum is 
^ wrongly spun as "evidence" of an dleged illegd plan by KCUMB to fennel money to Ms. Pleta, 

nothing in the record remotefy suggests that the 1999 Memorandum was received fy, or even 
sent to. Board Chairman Jack Weaver, any Board trustee, or any odier person at KCUMB.^ 

The FEC's Andysis goes beyond "raising the question" of whether a knowing and willful 
violation occurred. The FEC makes severd conclusory allegations that have no support in the 
record and, in some cases, directiy contradid the record. Here are a few examples: 

• "[B]etwecn 1999 and 2009, die Univerdty provided [Ms. Pleta] widi a yearly 
stipend specifically to be used for politicd contributions." FEC Andysis at 9 (emphads 
added) This is an incredibly broad, conclusory allegation thd has no support. It is 
inexplicable how the FEC could take the three documenta - 1999 Memorandum, 2009 
text message, November 2009 Rqxnt - and mdce diis dlegation, espeddly in view of 
the chtonologicd record of the stipend paymenta and politicd contributions. Not even 
KCUMB mdces this allegation in ita Complamt. To the contrary, KĈ UMB argues that it 
was not aware did the stipend paymenta were made during dl yean. 

• "The University's sua sponte submission suggesta did without representation as 
to the need to make politicd contributions to fuither the University's interesta, Ms. Pleta 
would not have received the leadership stipend." FEC Andysis at 9. KCUMB's 
Complamt does not make this suggestion anywhere. Rather, as tiie FEC admowledges in 
fiiotaote 5 of ite Andyds, KCUMB dleges that Ms. Pleta hood-winked the Univeidty 
into paying her the stipend, going so fiu- as to fidsify Board and Committee minutes to 

* As KCUMB conoedea in its May 11,2010 submission, there is no evidence thd the Sĉ ember 1999 
Memorandum ever made hs way to the univeisity's aceonnting or finance department 
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prevent KCUMB's Board from learning of the stipend. The FEC*s interpiettdion of 
KCUMB's position is not only incorrect, but it is also illogicd: KCUMB cannot have 
knowingly paid Ms. Pleta a stipend based on her dleged representation that it would be 
used for politicd puiposes, if KC^MB dso unknowingly pdd Ms. Pleta a stipend as a 
resdt ofher dleged trickeiy. This does not make sense. 

• "[T]he University provided Ms. Pleta with funds in response to her representation 
duit she would use them to make conttibutions in the University's interest, and Ms. Pleta 
then proceeded to make contributions." FEC Andysis at 10. This conclusory statement 
is belied'by the record, including the evidence discussed above regarding the lack of 
eorrdation between stipend payments recdved and politicd contributions made. 
Assuming the FEC's purported basis for this statement is die 1999 Memorandum and the 
$42,000 payment made that same year, the statote of limitation ban the FEC from 

rfli pursuing any violation diredly committed in 1999. 
HI 

^ a "Indeed, the Umvenity's intemd mvestigation concluded that the stipend was 
^ used to make contributions." FEC Analysis at 10. KCUMB's Compldnt does not state 
Q that the spedd committee investigation made this determination. To the contraiy, as 
^ noted above, Preddent/CEO Weaver, who led the special committee during the 

mvestigation, testified thd he did not "know the leadership stipend money was used to 
make political contributions.^ 

m. KCURCT's Submissions Contehi M8«i«î lfcg ^ad Incorrect InforuMitlon 

In the dvil litigation between the parties, KCUMB produced ita FEC submission dated 
May 11, 2010. It appean that mformation from this May 11 submission was induded in the 
FEC's Andysis.' The FEC shodd be aware did certain, if not most, information contdned in 
the May 11 submission is not accurde. By way of example, KCUMB's counsel represented in 
the submisdon thd Exhibit B is "Ms. Pleta's handwritten notes fiom die September 27, 1999 
(Compensation and Benefita Commitiee meeting." This representation is fid-out wrong, as even 
a cursory investigation wodd have reveded. Severd dqiosition witoesses, induding KCUMB 
employees, have been questioned d)out the mimites, and not one has testified that the minutes 
reflect Ms. Pleta's handwriting. 

IV. Condudon 

Ms. Pleta respectfully suggesta that no probable cause can be fiiund thd a violation of 
FECA occurred. There is an utter lack of evidence of any knowing and willful violation, and the 
speculative diegations made m KCUMB*s Compldnt (whidi die FEC laigely adopted in ite 
Andysis) are conttndided by the testunony and other evidence ahready gatiiered in die dvil 
litigation. The matter between KCUMB and Ms. Pleta ia, pure and simple, a very contentious, 
breadi of contract, employment case that has nothmg to do with any fandfel sdieme to skut the 
laws regarding politicd conttibutions. The FEC mud view die Compldnt fiir whd it is: an 
improper aud baseless attempt by KCUMB to edid a federd agency in ita campdgn to desttxiy 

' :rhe FEC's Andysis dso references a telephone conversation witii KCUMB's counsel. Ms. Pleta is 
unaware of the diegations made by KCUMB in this telephone conversation. 



ita former Preddent and CEO and to gain leverage in the dvil case between die parties. This is 
not a matter did merita the FEC's time or resoiu^s. 

Respedfully submitted, 

ROUSE HENDRICKS GERMAN MAY PC 

By. 
rv Charles W. Gennan 
^ Brandon Bodware 
^ 1201 Wdnut Street, Suite 2000 
^ Kansas City, MO 64106 
Ifll Tele: (816)471-7700 
^ diarievg@ihgm.com 
^ brandonb@ifaem.com 
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Counsel for Karen L Pletz 


